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A  Report  Prepared  for  the 
Criminal  Justice  and  Corrections  Advisory  Council 


By  David  Elenbaas,  staff  Researcher 
July  26,  1988 


During  the  regional  meetings  conducted  in  Helena, 
Missoula,  Butte,  Great  Falls,  and  Billings,  about  35 
individuals  testified  before  the  Criminal  Justice  and 
Corrections  Advisory  Council.   District  judges,  county 
attorneys,  public  defenders,  probation  and  parole 
officers,  and  other  criminal  justice  practitioners,  and 
members  of  the  general  public  were  among  those  who 
testified. 
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The  most  prevalent  recommendation  made  to  the  Council 
was  that  intensive  supervision  be  implemented  state- 
wide.  That  recommendation  was  made  by  practitioners  and 
interested  persons  from  most  all  areas  of  the  criminal 
justice  community. 

Four  other  areas  that  received  broad  support  were: 

the  need  for  separate  detention  facilities  for 
youth; 

the  need  for  more  and  better  outpatient 
treatment  facilities; 

the  need  for  additional  probation  and  parole 
officers;  and 


the  need  for  additional  community-based 
residential  alternatives,  such  as  pre- 
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release  centers  and  diversion  centers. 

Several  recommendations  did  not  receive  broad  support, 
but  were  mentioned  by  more  than  one  segment  of  the 
criminal  justice  arena.   They  were: 

build  regional  jails; 

impose  sentences  of  community  service  more 
often; 

eliminate  mandatory  minimum  sentences;  and 

provide  more  funding  in  the  juvenile  justice 
area . 

A  number  of  additional  recommendations  were  also  made. 
Those  recommendations  were: 

implement  a  "mark"  system  that  would  allow 
inmates  to  earn  their  way  out  of  prison; 

allow  the  prison  warden  to  determine  when  an 
inmate  would  appear  before  the  Board  of 
Pardons; 

build  another  facility  similar  to  Swan  River 
Forest  Camp; 

increase  restitution  sentencing; 

place  pre-release  center  graduates  on 
intensive  supervision  prior  to  final  release; 

increase  salaries  for  probation  and  parole 
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officers ; 

institute  tougher  sentencing  for  juveniles; 

unify  the  court  system; 

abolish  the  Sentence  Review  Division; 

abolish  parole; 

abolish  good  time; 

implement  good  time  for  probationers; 

enact  legislation  allowing  district  judges  to 
amend  sentencing  orders  for  offender  placement 
to  intensive  supervision  programs; 

require  probationers  to  pay  for  some  of  the 
costs  of  supervision; 

reduce  the  size  of  some  probation  and  parole 
regions  to  lessen  travel  time; 

provide  for  immobilization  of  high  risk 
offenders; 

guarantee  that  adequate  jail  space  exists; 

establish  a  state  plan  for  long-range  goals; 

investigate  privatization  of  prisons; 

allow  district  judges  to  sentence  directly  to 
pre-release  centers; 


decriminalize  drug  offenses; 

expand  the  prison; 

involve  families  in  offender  rehabilitation 
and  treatment; 

have  probation  revocation  hearings  conducted 
by  an  objective  person  outside  the  corrections 
system; 

have  inmate  counselors  prepare  inmate 
evaluations  for  the  Board  of  Pardons,  rather 
than  outside  psychologists,  who  spend  little 
time  with  the  inmates; 

provide  nontraditional  training  resources  for 
female  offenders;  and 

impose  large  fines  on  white-collar  offenders 
rather  than  prison  sentences; 


